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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is issued in response to applicant filed application on 10/14/2003. 

2. Claims 1-17 are pending. 

3. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 10/14/2004.The 
submission is in compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1.97. Accordingly, the 
information disclosure statement is being considered by the examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

5. Claim 1 - 3, 7 - 12, and 16 - 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Kohli (Kohli hereinafter) (US Patent No. 6,442,544 B1, issued: August 27, 
2002). 

Regarding Claim 1, Kohli discloses a system for responding to a search query 
from a user who uses a wireless device (Col. 3, lines 64 - 65, Kohli), said wireless 
device being communicatively coupled via a wireless communication system to a server 
on the Internet (Col. 3, lines 50-51, Kohli), said server comprising: 



n. 

H 
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a processor on which a search engine application runs (Col. 3, lines 59 - 63, 
server suite, Kohli), 

said processor being configured to: 

extract the user's geographic location information from the signals carrying the 
search query (Fig. 2A, items 31 and 32, Col. 4, lines 27 - 30, Kohli); 

calculate a set of reference parameters based on the user's geographic location 
information (Fig.2A, item 33, Col. 4, lines 30 - 32, Kohli); 

set one or more filtering parameters for said search engine application, said 
filtering parameters being associated with said reference parameters (Col. 6, lines 16 - 
18, city list, virtual city list, friendly name list, Kohli), said search engine application 
comparing said filtering parameters against the corresponding parameters contained in 
the geographic location information identifying each search object (Fig. 11, item 120, 
121 , and 122, Col. 6, lines 20 - 23, Kohli) and ranking relevant search objects by the 
distance between the user's geographic location and the geographic location associated 
with each relevant search object (Col. 4 and 6, lines 35 - 38 and 48 - 49; respectively, 
Kohli); and return search results to the user via said wireless communication system 
(Col. 4, lines 48-53, Kohli). 

Regarding Claim 2, Kohli discloses a system, wherein said wireless device 
comprises a graphical user interface which is used to enter and send said search query 
and display said returned search results (Fig. 2A and 2B, items 31 - 32 and 36, CoL 4, 
lines 27 -35, Kohli). 



Application/Control Number: 10/685,748 



Art Unit: 2162 



Page 4 



Regarding Claim 3, Kohli discloses a system, wherein said graphical user 
interface comprises a sorting means (Col. 2, lines 54 - 57, received back search 
categories organized by an area of a town or city corresponding to that geographical 
location, Kohli) which is used to re-sort said returned search results by a predefined 
category (Col. 6, lines 41 -45, Kohli 1 ). 

Regarding Claim 7, Kohli discloses a system, wherein said graphical user 
interface is coupled to a full Web browser (Col. 5, lines 42 - 43, Kohli). 

Regarding Claim 8, Kohli discloses a system, wherein said set of reference 
parameters comprises any of: 

one or more telephone area codes (Fig.2B, Col. 6, lines 35 - 36, Directory and 
Yellow Pages, Kohli); 

one or more zip codes (Fig.2A, ZIP Code, Kohli); 

the coordinates of the user's geographic location relative to a receiving station of 
said wireless communication system (Fig. 12, item 127, Col. 6, lines 41 -44, Kohli); and 

a predetermined distance as a reference radius of a search region (Col. 6, lines 
41 -43, Kohli 2 ). 



1 Wherein the step of increasing by some metric and redoing the search corresponds to resorting the 
search results. 

2 Wherein the search radius before is increased corresponds to the predetermined distance claimed. 
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Regarding Claim 9, Kohli discloses a method for responding to a search query 
from a user who uses a wireless device, said wireless device being communicatively 
coupled via a wireless communication system to a server on the Internet, the method 
comprising the steps of: 

extracting the user's geographic location information from the signals carrying the 
search query (Fig. 2A, items 31 and 32, Col. 4, lines 27 - 30, Kohli); 

calculating a set of reference parameters based on the user's geographic 
location information (Fig. 2A, item 33, Col. 4, lines 30 - 32, Kohli); 

setting filtering parameters, based on said reference parameters, for a search 
engine application running on said server (Col. 3 and 6, lines 49 - 51 and 16-18, city 
list, virtual city list, friendly name list, Kohli); 

comparing said filtering parameters against the corresponding parameters 
contained in the geographic location information identifying each search object (Fig. 11, 
item 120, 121, and 122, Col. 6, lines 20-23, Kohli); and 

returning search results to the user via said wireless communication system (Col. 
4, lines 48 - 53, Kohli). 

Regarding Claim 10, Kohli discloses a method, further comprising the step of: 
ranking relevant search objects by the distance between the user's geographic 

location and the geographic location associated with each relevant search object (Col. 4 

and 6, lines 35 - 38 and 48 - 49; respectively, Kohli). 
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Regarding Claim 11, Kohli discloses a method, wherein said wireless device 
comprises a graphical user interface which is used to enter and send said search query 
and display said returned search results (Fig. 2A and 2B, items 31 - 32 and 36, Col. 4, 
lines 27 - 35, Kohli). 

Regarding Claim 12, Kohli discloses a method, further comprising the step of: 
re-sorting said returned search results using a sorting means based on a 
predefined category (Col. 6, lines 41 -45, Kohli 3 ), said sorting means being coupled to 
said graphical user interface (Col. 2, lines 54 - 57, received back search categories 
organized by an area of a town or city corresponding to that geographical location, 
Kohli). 

Regarding Claim 16, Kohli discloses a method, wherein said graphical user 
interface is coupled to a full Web browser (Col. 5, lines 42 - 43, Kohli). 

Regarding Claim 17, Kohli discloses a method, wherein said set of reference 
parameters comprises any of: 

one or more telephone area codes (Fig. 2B, Col. 6, lines 35 - 36, Directory and 
Yellow Pages, Kohli); 

one or more zip codes (Fig. 2A, ZIP Code, Kohli); 

the coordinates of the user's geographic location relative to a receiving station of 
said wireless communication system (Fig. 12, item 127, Col. 6, lines 41 -44, Kohli); and 
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a predetermined distance as a reference radius of a search region (Col. 6, lines 
41 -43, Kohli 4 ). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

8. Claim 4-5, and 13-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kohli (Kohli hereinafter) (US Patent No. 6,442,544 B1, issued: 

3 Wherein the step of increasing by some metric and redoing the search corresponds to resorting the 
search results. 

4 Wherein the search radius before is increased corresponds to the predetermined distance claimed. 
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August 27, 2002) in view of Kim et al. (Kim hereinafter) (US Patent App. Pub. No. 
2003/0208482 A1, filed: November 6, 2003). 

Regarding Claim 4, Kohli discloses all the limitations as disclosed above 
including predefined categories, such as, by distance (Col. 2, lines 56, organized by an 
area of a town, Kohli); by alphabet (Fig. 2B, All categories: A, B,, X, Y, Z, Kohli). 
However, Kohli is silent with respect to a predefined category by rating. On the other 
hand, Kim discloses rating by relevance of objects in a search engine (Page 2, [0016], 
lines 7-8 and 10-14, Kim). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the Kim's teachings to the system 
of Kohli. Skilled artisan would have been motivated to do so, as suggested by Kim 
(Page 2, [0017], lines 1 - 7, Kim), to provide a general - purpose search engine a 
method to rank pages without limitation to topic according to the quality of individual 
pages; and to present the search results in such a way that the most relevant results 
appear on the top of the list. In addition, both of the references (Kohli and Kim) teach 
features that are directed to analogous art and they are directed to the same field of 
endeavor, such as, databases management systems and search engines. This close 
relation between both of the references highly suggests an expectation of success. 

Regarding Claim 5, the combination of Kohli in view of Kim discloses a system of 
claim 4, wherein a default category for said sorting means is by distance (Col. 2, lines 
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54 _ 57, received back search categories organized by an area of a town or city 
corresponding to that geographical location, Kohli 5 ). 

Regarding Claim 13, the combination of Kohli in view of Kim discloses a method, 
wherein said predefined category is any of: 

by distance (Col. 2, lines 56, organized by an area of a town, Kohli); 
by alphabet (Fig. 2B, All categories: A, B,, X, Y, Z, Kohli); and 
by rating (Page 2, [0016], lines 7 - 8 and 10 - 14, Kim). 

Regarding Claim 14, the combination of Kohli in view of Kim discloses a method, 
wherein a default category for said sorting means is by distance (Col. 2, lines 54 - 57, 
received back search categories organized by an area of a town or city corresponding 
to that geographical location, Kohli 6 ). 

9. Claim 6 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kohli (Kohli hereinafter) (US Patent No. 6,442,544 B1, issued: August 27, 2002) in view 
of Ukelson (Ukelson hereinafter) (US Patent No. 6,338,096 B1, issued: January 
8,2002). 



5 Examiner interprets the sorting by distance to be the default category because it is based on a 
geographic descriptor. 

Examiner interprets the sorting by distance to be the default category because it is based on a 
geographic descriptor. 



Application/Control Number: 10/685,748 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2162 

Regarding Claim 6, Kohli discloses all the limitations as disclosed above 
including a graphical user interface coupled to a web browser (Col. 5, lines 42 - 43, 
Kohli). However, Kohli is silent with respect to a micro Web browser. On the other hand, 
Ukelson discloses a micro Web browser (Col. 4, lines 3-5, Ukelson). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
incorporate Ukelson's teachings to the Kohli's system. Skilled artisan would have been 
motivated to do so, as suggested by Ukelson (Col. 3, lines 63 - 65, Ukelson), to access 
information utilizing protocols other that Hypertext Transfer Protocol (HTTP). In addition, 
both of the references (Kohli and Ukelson) teach features that are directed to analogous 
art and they are directed to the same field of endeavor, such as, search engines. This 
close relation between both of the references highly suggests an expectation of 
success. 

Regarding Claim 15, the combination of Kohli in view of Ukelson discloses a 
method, wherein said graphical user interface is coupled to a micro Web browser (Col. 
4, lines 3-5, Ukelson). 
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Prior Art Made Of Record 



1 . Kohli (US Patent No. 6,442,544 B1 , issued: August 27, 2002) discloses a system 
and method for organizing search categories for use in an online search query engine 
based on geographic descriptions. 

2. Kim et al. (US Patent App. Pub. No. 2003/0208482 A1 , filed: November 6, 2003) 
discloses systems and methods of retrieving relevant information. 

3. Ukelson (US Patent No. 6,338,096 B1 , issued: January 8,2002) discloses system 
uses kernels of micro web server for supporting HTML Web browser in providing HTML 
data format and HTTP protocol from variety of data sources. 

4. Nye (US Patent Pub. App. No. 2004/0064334 A1) discloses a method and 
apparatus for providing geographically authenticated electronic documents. 
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Points Of Contact 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Giovanna Colan whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2752. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 am - 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Breene can be reached on (571) 272-4107. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Giovanna Colan 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2162 
March 23, 2006 




